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Continued Examination Under 3 7 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/29/08 has been entered, wherein claim 23 is amended. Claims 3-4, 6, and 23-29 are 
currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

a person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claim 3, 6, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Davey 
(2,017,895). Regarding claim 23, Davey teaches a hand saw 10 including a handle 12 having 
a handgrip portion 21, defining an inner surface 21 A, adapted to be received in a users' palm. 
It should be noted that handgrip 21 is one of the two handgrip portions of the handle. It 
should also be noted that the handgrip portion 21 is capable of being received by a user's 

. palm. Simply, a user can receive the. handgrip portion by his/her palm. Davey also teaches 
that the saw includes first and second blade mounting portions 24, 27. It should be noted that 
the first mounting portion is defined by the T-headed stud 24 and the pin 27 at A or B. The 
second mounting portion is. defined by the T-headed stud 24 and the pin 27 at C. Davey also 
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teaches that the first mounting portion being disposed on a side surface of the handle 12 and 
the second blade mounting portion being on a bottom surface of the handle 12. Davey also 
teaches a blade A-C removably mounted to one of the first and second blade mounting 
portions and extending away from the handle 12 in a first direction away from the handle, 
wherein the blade has an unsupported distal end. Davey also teaches that the handgrip 
portion is sloped toward the blade so as to be oriented at an acute angle 9 relative to the 
second blade mounting portion. It should be noted that the inner surface of the handgrip 
portion 21 is sloped toward the blade as the inner surface of the handgrip portion in the 
instant application. Davey also teaches that the first and second blade mounting portions each 
include a key 27 adapted to be received in and end slot in the blade. 

Regarding claims 3 and 6, Davey teaches everything noted above including that the 
handle 12 is. a single integrally formed member. Davey also teaches that the handle include a 
hook member for hanging the handsaw. It should be noted that the curved area between the 
two grip portions 20 and 21 of the handle is considered to be a hook portion that could be 
used for hanging the hand saw. 




Application/Control Number: 10/616,872 
Art Unit: 3724 



Page 4 



4. Claim 3, 6, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Suhre 
(2,559,686). Regarding claim 23, Suhre teaches a hand saw including a handle 10 having a 
handgrip portion 12 defining an inner surface adapted to be received in a user's palm. Suhre . 
also teaches that the saw includes first and second blade mounting portions 50, 48. Shure also 
teaches that the first mounting portion 50 being disposed on a side surface of the handle 10 
and the second blade mounting portion 48 being on a bottom surface of the handle 10. Suhre 
also teaches a blade 56 removably mounted to one of the first and second blade mounting 
portions and extending away from the handle 10 in a first direction away from the handle, 
wherein the blade has ab unsupported distal end. It should be noted end of the blade with 
cutting edge or the end opposite the cutting edge is considered to be a distal end of the blade 
which is unsupported. It should be noted that the claim does not define what is considered to 
be the distal end of the blade, and how the distal end of the blade is distinguished from other 
ends if the blade. Suhre also teaches that the handgrip portion 12 is sloped toward the blade 
so as to be oriented at an acute angle relative to the second blade mounting portion. It should 
be noted that the inner surface of the handgrip portion 12 is sloped toward the blade and it is 
oriented as approximately 50-60 degrees angle relative to the second mounting portion 48. 
Suhre also teaches that the first and second mounting portions 50, 48 each include a key 
adapted to be received in an end slot in the blade. It should be noted that each mounting 
section includes a protrusions that are defined as a key. Each key is adapted to be received in 
an end slot in the blade 56.' See Figs. 6-7 in Suhre. 
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Regarding claims 3 and 6, Suhre teaches everything noted above including that the 
handle is a single integrally formed member. Suhre also teaches that the handle include a 
hook member for hanging the handsaw. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
Obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patent ability shall not be negative by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

To the degree that it could be argued that Davey does not teach the hand grip 
portion is adapted to be received in a user's palm the rejection below is applied. 

6. Claims 3, 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
' Davey in view of Derr (2,606,584). Regarding claim 23, Davey teaches a hand saw 10 

including a handle 12 having a handgrip portion 20 adapted to be received in a users' palm. 
Davey also teaches that the saw includes first and second blade mounting portions 24, 27. It 
should be noted that the first mounting portion is defined by the T-headed stud 24 and the pin 
27 at A or B. The second mounting portion is defined by the T-headed stud 24 and the pin 27 
at C. Davey also teaches that the first mounting portion being disposed on a side surface of 
the handle 12 and the second blade mounting portion being on a bottom surface of the handle 
12. Davey also teaches a blade A-C removably mounted to one of the first and second blade 
mounting portions and extending away from the handle 12 in a first direction away from the 
handle, wherein the blade has an unsupported distal end. Davey also teaches that the first and 
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second blade mounting portions each include a key 27 adapted to be received in and end slot 
in the blade. Davey does not teach that the handgrip portion is sloped toward the blade so as 
to be oriented at an acute angle relative to the second blade mounting portion. In other words, ' 
Davey does not teach that the hand grip portion of the handle handle 20 is slopped toward the 
blade. Davey teaches that the hand grip portion of the handle 20 is sloped away from the 
blade. However, the use of a handle having a hand grip portion sloped toward the blade of a 
hand saw is well known in the art such as taught in Derr. Derr teaches a hand saw including a 
handle 5 having a hand grip portion slopped toward a blade 1, 3. See Figs. 1-4 in Derr. It 
should be noted that the replacement of the handgrip portion of the handle in Davey with the 
handgrip portion of the handle 5 only involves a routine substitute of a known hand grip 
portion for a similar one which performs the same function. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in eth art to replace the hand grip portion of the Davey 5 s 
hand saw with the hand grip portion, as taught by Derr, since both hand grip portions are art- 
recognized equivalents which perform the same function. 

Regarding claims 3 and 6, Davey teaches everything noted above including that the 
handle is a single integrally formed member. Davey, as modified above, also teaches that the 
handle 5 include a hook member for hanging the handsaw. It should be noted that the curved 
area of the handgrip portion could be used as a hook member. See Fig. 1 in Derr. 
7. Claims 4 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davey in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art, hereinafter AAPA. Regarding claims 24 
and 26, Davey teaches everything noted above including that the blade A-C is secured 
relative to the handle 12 in each of lengthwise direction of the blade and a width wise 
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direction of the blade. It should be noted that the key 27 and pin prevent the blade from 
movements in both lengthwise and widthwise directions. Davey does not explicitly teach that 
the blade mounting portions each include a mounting screw which inherently prevent the 
movement of the blade in lengthwise, widthwise and depthwise directions. However, in a 
prior Office action, Official Notice was taken that it is old and well known in the art to use a 
screw boss while attaching two parts in order to guide a fastener. Applicant failed to traverse 
the merits of this rejection, son the common knowledge is taken to be admitted prior art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art to provide a boss 
screw with the Davey' s saw for the purpose of guiding the fastener. In addition, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art to use an alternative fattener, such as a 
screw, with the Davey' s device since such fasteners are known equivalents. 

Regarding claim 4, Davey, as modified above, also teaches that the blade mounting 
screw is removably engaged with screw boss of the one of said first and second blade 
mounting portions so as to couple the blade to the handle 12. 

Regarding claim 25, Davey also teaches that the handle include a hook member for 
hanging the handsaw. It should be noted that the curved area between the two grip portions 
20 and 21 of the handle is considered to be a hook portion that could be used for hanging the 
hand saw. 

Regarding claims 27-28, Davey, as modified above, teaches everything noted above 
including that the first and second blade mounting portions inherently include a threaded hole 
for receiving the fastener or the mounting screw. 
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Regarding claim 29, Davey also teaches that the handle include a hook member for 
hanging the handsaw. It should be noted that the curved area between the two grip portions 
20 and 21 of the handle is considered to be a hook portion that could be used for hanging the 
hand saw. 

8. Claims 4 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davey in view of Derr, as applied to claim 23, and in further view of Applicant's Admitted 
Prior Art, hereinafter AAPA. Regarding claims 24 and 26, Davey teaches everything noted 
above including that the blade A-C is secured relative to the handle 12 in each of lengthwise 
direction of the blade and a widthwise direction of the blade. It should be noted that the key 
27 and pin prevent the blade from movements in both lengthwise and widthwise directions. 
Davey does not explicitly teach that the blade mounting portions each include a mounting 
screw which inherently prevent the movement of the blade in lengthwise, widthwise and 
depthwise directions. However, in a prior Office action, Official Notice was taken that it is 
old and well known in the art to use a screw boss while attaching two parts in order to guide 
a fastener. Applicant failed to traverse the merits of this rejection, son the common 
knowledge is taken to be admitted prior art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in art to provide a boss screw with the Davey' s saw for the purpose 
of guiding the fastener. In addition, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in art to use an alternative fattener, such as a screw, with the Davey' s device since such 
fasteners are known equivalents. 
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Regarding claim 4, Davey, as modified above, also teaches that the blade mounting 
screw is removably engaged with screw boss of the one of said first and second blade 
mounting portions so as to couple the blade to the handle. 

Regarding claim 25, Davey, as modified above, also teaches that the handle include a 
hook member for hanging the handsaw. 

Regarding claims 27-28, Davey, as modified above, teaches everything noted above 
including that the first and second blade mounting portions inherently include a threaded hole 
for receiving the fastener or the mounting screw. 

Regarding claim 29, Davey, as modified above, teaches that the handle include a 
hook member for hanging the handsaw. 

Response to Amendment 
9. Applicant's arguments filed on 01/29/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments with respect to the finality of the Final Rejection mailed 
on 10/3 1/07 have been rebutted in the advisory action mailed on 01/15/08. Applicant's 
argument that Davey does not teach that the hand grip portion 21 is adapted to be received in 
a user's palm is not persuasive. It should be noted that the handgrip portion 21 is capable of 
being received by a user's palm. Simply, a user can receive the handgrip portion by his/her 
palm. Applicant's argument that the hand grip portion 21 is designed to be encircled by the 
operators' fingers rather than the operator's hand is not persuasive. The handle 21 may be 
designed to be encircled by the operators' fingers. However, as stated above, the handle 21, 
is capable of being received by the operators' palm. Applicant's argument that Suher does 
not teach that the blade includes an unsupported distal end is not persuasive. It should be 
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noted end of the blade with cutting edge or the end opposite the cutting edge is considered to 
be a distal end of the blade which is unsupported. It should be noted that the claim does not 
define what is considered to be the distal end of the blade, and how the distal end of the blade 
is distinguished from other ends if the blade. Applicant's argument that Suhre does not teach 
that he first and second blade mounting portions include a key adapted to be received in an 
end slot in the blade is not persuasive. It should be noted that each mounting section includes 
a protrusions that are defined as a key; Each key is adapted to be received in an end slot in 
the blade 56. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ghassem Alie whose telephone number is (571) 272-4501 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley can be reached on (571) 272-4502. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, SEE http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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